Residues of herbicide tanks may cause damage to sensitive crops. The objective of this study is to evaluate the potential effects of subdoses of the herbicide 2,4-D choline salt on the vegetative and reproductive stages of soybean. The experiment was randomized blocks with a subdivided plot design and four replications. The application times were at V3 and R2 in the main plot. The herbicide 2,4-D choline salt was applied at the subdoses 0, 2.28, 4.56, 9.12, 18.24, 27.36 and 45.60 g a.e. ha -1 in the subplots. Phytotoxicity was evaluated at 3, 7 and 14 days after application (DAT) of treatments, soybean height at 14 and 28 DAT and at ripening, yield components at ripening, and grain yield. The phytotoxicity evaluation of 2,4-D choline salt evidenced that symptoms were only observed up to 14 days after application (DAT) of treatments. The 2,4-D did not affect any of the variables tested. Grain yield was not influenced by application times or subdoses.
Introduction
In recent years, genetic improvement companies have developed several crops with resistance to herbicides aiming to fight the increase in the occurrence of herbicide resistant weeds (Vink et al., 2012) . The availability of multi-resistant cultivars allows farmers to integrate new management strategies to control a wider range of weed species, even resistant biotypes, preserving resistant crops. Resistance to glyphosate is an example (Green & Castle, 2010; Vink et al. 2012) .
Among the new technologies of resistance to herbicides, soybean and corn crops genetically modified to resist applications of 2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic (2,4-D) have been tested, and should be available in the Brazilian market in the coming years. The 2,4-D herbicide is an auxin mimic herbicide that has been used worldwide to control several dicotyledonous weeds for over forty years (Behrens et al., 2007) .
Such herbicides affect cell wall plasticity and nucleic acid metabolism and activate auxin response genes, leading to the overproduction of ethylene and subsequently abscisic acid (Kelley et al., 2004; Grossmann, 2010; Shaner, 2014) . The increase in abscisic acid leads to stomatal closure, limiting the assimilation of CO 2 , followed by inhibition of growth (Grossmann, 2010) . The most common symptoms of soybean auxin mimic herbicide subdoses are stem and leaf epinasty, swollen and cracked stems, chlorosis, and necrosis (Andersen et al., 2004; Kelley et al., 2005) .
With the introduction of 2,4-D-tolerant soybean cultivars, the occurrence of a spraying containing residues of these herbicides in a tank is inevitable and predictable. Such symptoms occur with cultivars without genes tolerant to active ingredients based on 2,4-D, causing injuries and reductions in grain yield (Olszyk et al., 2015) .
Soybean is a plant sensitive to 2,4-D-based herbicides, especially when exposed at the reproductive stage (Slife, 1956) . The literature reports that the application of 140 g a.e. ha -1 does not affect grain yield of soybeans when applied at the V3 stage. However, there is an 11% decrease in yield due to the application of 70 g a.e. ha -1 at 
Procedures
The herbicides were applied when the soybean plants reached the desired stages of development (V3 and R2). For this, a backpack spray, pressurized with CO 2 , provided with fan-like tips AD 110.015, calibrated to provide an application volume of 150 L ha -1 of herbicidal syrup, was used. Phytotoxicity was evaluated 3, 7, 14 and 28 days after the application of treatments (DAT) using a percentage scale, where zero represented absence of symptoms and one hundred the death of plants (Table 1) (Frans et al., 1986; Robinson et al., 2013) . At 14 and 28 DAT, the height of ten plants within the useful area of the plot was measured from the base of the main stem to the node of the last trefoil emitted.
At harvest ripening, ten plants were collected within the useful area of each plot to measure height, number of nodes in the main stem, number of branches, total number of pods, and weight of one thousand seeds. The mean values of the ten evaluated plants were used for data analysis purposes. In addition, grain yield was determined by harvesting the three central lines in the useful area of the plot using a mechanized plot harvester. 
Statistical Analysis
The data were analyzed for normality (Shapiro Wilk test), and later were subjected to analysis of variance (p ≤ 0.05). For the variables phytotoxicity at 3, 7, 14 and 28 DAT and height at 14, 28 DAT and at ripening, the Tukey test was performed at 5% of error probability when a statistical significance was observed. For the variables number of nodes of the main stem, number of branches, number of pods, weight of one thousand seeds and yield, in case of statistical significance, a regression analysis was performed.
Results and Discussion

Symptoms of Phytotoxicity
The symptoms of soybean phytotoxicity caused by the 2,4-D herbicide were observed at the doses 27.36 and 45.60 g a.e. ha -1 at the 3 and 7 DAT evaluations for application at V3 and R2 (Table 2) . In evaluations at 14 DAT, the phytotoxicity was 8%, only perceptible at the highest subdose and when applied at the V3 stage. At 28 DAT, the symptoms of phytotoxicity were no longer visually perceptible in any of the herbicide subdoses and application times (data not shown). Note. ¹ Means followed vertically by the same uppercase letter in rows and lowercase letter in lines do not differ by Tukey test at 5% probability.
For the herbicide 2,4-D, phytotoxicity symptoms of 20%, which appeared 14 days after application of herbicide, were caused by the application of 77.29 and 109 g a.e. ha -1 at the stages V2, V5 and R2, respectively (Robinson et al., 2013) . In a work using the maximum dose of 2,4-D (28 g a.e. ha -1 ), the maximum phytotoxicity caused two weeks after the application at the V3 stage was 5% and 0% at the R2 stage. Subsequent evaluations of symptoms were virtually absent (Solomon et al., 2014) . In general, soybean was little affected by the 2,4-D. When 2,4-D is used at the highest doses at 7 and 14 DAT, the maximum phytotoxicity observed was 10% when applied at both V3 and R2. At 28 DAT, it was not possible to observe symptoms caused by the herbicide.
Soybean Height
The application of the herbicide 2,4-D caused a decrease in the height of soybean plants only when evaluated at 28 DAT (Table 3) . At 14 DAT and at ripening, no decrease in height was observed at both application stages. At 28 DAT, the subdoses 18.24, 27.36 and 45.60 g a.e. ha -1 negatively affected height by 7, 11 and 17%, respectively, in relation to the control. According to the evaluation at R2, there was no difference between the applied subdoses and the control. These results evidence a decreased soybean susceptibility to 2,4-D subdoses. In similar studies, decreases in the height of soybean plants were caused by the application of dicamba, mainly at the reproductive stages, and 2,4-D did not affect the vegetative or reproductive stages of soybean (Auch & Arnold 1978; Kelley et al. 2005; Robinson et al. 2013 Note. ¹ Means followed by the same uppercase letter in rows and lowercase letter in lines do not differ by Tukey test at 5% probability. ns not significant at 5% level of probability.
Yield Components
The following yield components were determined: number of nodes, number of branches, weight of one thousand seeds (WTS), and number of pods. The application of 2,4-D was not statistically significant for all variables of yield components (Table 4) . Thus, all subdoses used at both stages of development did not exert negative effects on the number of nodes, number of branches, weight of one thousand seeds, and number of pods. The application of 2,4-D only had a negative effect on yield components when doses higher than 84 g a.e. ha -1 were used. This dose was 84% higher than that used in this study (Robinson et al., 2013) . Furthermore, the application of subdoses from 0 to 140 g a.e. ha -1 of 2,4-D did not decrease the number of nodes, pods, and seed mass (Wax et al., 1969) . Vol. 11, No. 13; 2019 Note.
ns not significant at 5% error probability.
Grain Yield
Soybean grain yield was not negatively influenced by both application times and 2,4-D herbicide subdoses (Table  4) . In a study conducted by Robinson et al. (2013) , soybean grain yield decreased by 5% using the subdose 116 g a.e. ha -1 and by 10% using the subdose 202 g a.e. ha -1 at both V2 and R2. These results indicate that, by using the 2,4-D subdoses proposed by this work, the soybean grain yield does not decrease. The results of soybean yield of this work are different from those reported in the literature (Andersen et al., 2004; Slife, 1956; Wax et al., 1969) . Such differences can be explained by the variation in tolerance to 2,4-D of different soybean cultivars (Friborg & Johnson, 1955) .
With this work, the 2,4-D at the subdoses up to 45.60 g a.e. ha -1 , representing 5% of the commercial dose, represented in this work by 912 g a.e. ha -1 , is not enough to cause significant phytotoxicity or changes in yield components that could influence crop yield. Noteworthy is the rainfall index that occurred during the crop cycle (Figure 1 ). It is possible to observe that rainfall was higher than the average in all months, making a positive contribution to the crop from the point of view of damage recovery and metabolizing of herbicides (Shaner, 2014) .
The visual assessment of phytotoxicity may be subjective to the point of becoming variable, making this method often less reliable. Thus, a thorough evaluation, although slow, and the evaluation of yield components can make the results of the work more accurate by indicating in which cases the cause of the decrease in crop yield occurs. Many other cultures are sensitive to 2,4-D and dicamba drifts or residues, such as vines, smoke, and tomato Oliveira Jr., 2007) .
Conclusions
2,4-D tank residues up to 45.60 g a.e. ha -1 equivalent to 5% of commercial rate, do not decrease soybean yield. Thus, care must be taken for a correct cleaning of spray tanks before applying products to soybean plants that are not tolerant to certain herbicides. Although sprays with 2,4-D residues in susceptible soybeans may occur, it is important to note that all necessary precautions should be taken in view of the difficulty of measuring the amount of residue present in the tank.
